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(2579)	Aspidium draconopterum D.C. Eaton in Mem. Amer. Acad. 
Arts,	ser.	2,	8:	211.	Dec	1860,	nom.	cons.	prop.
Typus: Costa Rica, Heredia, Cantón Sarapiquí, La Selva Field 
Station, at the arboretum, above river, with Danaea nodosa, 
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Two relatively widespread and superficially similar fern spe-
cies, frequently confused in herbarium collections and field surveys, 











genera, as Draconopteris draconoptera	(D.C.	Eaton)	Li	Bing	Zhang	
&	Liang	Zhang	(in	Taxon	65:	732.	2016)	and	Hypoderris nicotianifolia 
(Baker)	R.C.	Moran	&	al.	(l.c.:	389).
Draconopteris draconoptera, the type of the monotypic 
generic name, is locally common in tropical evergreen forests from 
Mesoamerica	to	Peru,	Bolivia,	and	western	Brazil	(Moran	in	Moran	
&	Riba,	l.c.;	Labiak	&	Prado	in	Amer.	Fern	J.	97:	113–123.	2007).	






Ecuador (Moran in Moran & Riba, l.c.; see map in Moran & al., 







The basionym of Draconopteris draconoptera is Aspidium 
draconopterum	D.C.	Eaton	(in	Mem.	Amer.	Acad.	Arts,	ser.	2,	8:	211.	
1860).	The	type	of	these	two	names	is	Schott 19 (YU; image available 
at	 https://plants.jstor.org/stable/10.5555/al.ap.specimen.yu000839).	
Based	on	an	examination	of	this	type	and	its	duplicates	at	K	and	









(3)	 The	 epithet	 “draconoptera”	 no	 longer	 applies	 to	 the	 taxon	
to which it has long been associated (Aspidium/Polypodium/








based on Aspidium myriosorum	Christ	(in	Bull.	Herb.	Boissier,	
sér.	2,	5:	256.	1905).	That	epithet	has	long	been	considered	a	het-
erotypic synonym of Tectaria draconoptera (see, e.g., Lellinger, 
l.c.; Moran in Moran & Riba, l.c.) and has no history of use.
(4)	 Because	Aspidium draconopterum predates Polypodium nico-
tianifolium,	the	taxon	long	recognized	under	the	epithet	“nico-
tianifolia”	(e.g.,	Sodiro,	l.c.)	would	get	the	epithet	of	its	mor-
phological	look-alike,	becoming	Hypoderris draconoptera (a 
combination that would need to be published).
So, instead of Draconopteris draconoptera and Hypoderris 
nicotianifolia,	we	would	be	left	with	“Newgenus”	myriosorum and 
Hypoderris draconoptera: one recently published generic name 
reduced to synonymy, one new generic name required, and two new 
combinations	needed.	This	instability	would	be	exasperating,	espe-
cially given that it is due solely to a nomenclatural oversight and 
not	to	changes	in	our	understanding	of	the	evolution	of	the	taxa	in	
question	or	their	circumscription.	It	would	also	be	irritating	because	
this area of fern phylogeny has been subject to a disproportionate 
number of recent genus- and family-level name changes (see, e.g., 
Liu	&	al.	in	Taxon	62:	688–700.	2013;	Moran	&	al.,	 l.c.;	Zhang	&	
al.,	l.c.	2016,	2017;	Chen	&	al.	in	J.	Pl.	Res.	1–10.	2017).	Arguably,	the	
worst consequence, however, would be the application of the epithet 
“draconoptera”	to	a	different	species.	The	two	species	in	question,	
“Draconopteris draconoptera”	and	“Hypoderris nicotianifolia”,	are	




Admittedly, there is nothing incorrect about the original typifi-
cation of Aspidium draconopterum as it in no way conflicts with the 
protologue;	there	has	only	been	a	failure	over	the	years	to	look	at,	
interpret,	and	realize	the	identity	of	the	type	specimen.	But	to	avoid	
the above negative consequences, we propose that the name Aspidium 
draconopterum	be	conserved	with	the	new	type	listed	above.	Both	
morphological and molecular data demonstrate that the proposed type 




Acceptance of this proposal would allow the continued use of the 
names Draconopteris draconoptera and Hypoderris nicotianifolia in 
their current sense (and in the sense of their long-standing synonyms, 
Tectaria draconoptera and Tectaria nicotianifolia). Rejection of this 
proposal would not only necessitate the publication of a new genus 
and two new combinations but would lead to particular confusion 
because	of	the	switching	of	the	epithet	“draconoptera”	between	these	




for helpful comments on an earlier version of the manuscript.
